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ECFS Comment Submission: CONFIRMATION Page 1 of 1 

The FCC Acknowledges Receipt of Comments From ._. 

... and Thank You for Your Comments 
Barry Johnson 

Ynur Cnntirmutlon Number is: '200211997d271 ' 

li DISCLOSURE 

This confirmmtion verifies that ECFS has received and  
accepted your filing. However, your f i i n g  will be rejected 
by ECFS if it contains macros, passwords, redliriing, 
read-only formatting, a virus or automated links to 
source documents that is not included with your fding. 
Filers nre  encouraged to retrieve and  view their filing 
within 24 hours of receipt of this confirmation. For 
any problems contact the  Help Desk at 202-418-0193. 

Initiate n.&i&&%itin 1 Sen.&f=$I'S I Rctqu~$.Hnme.~I 
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TO: Frdcml Cumrnirnicnlions Commission 
445 l2lh Slrccl SW 
Washmglon, UC 20554 

FROM: Barry Johnson 
Amareur ltndio Liwifice W4WB 
1527 Chandler Rand 
Ilunlavilis. AL 3.5901 
Email: ulw4wb.c o m  
I'lwne: ZSh.XXO.Y7'1Z 

UAI'E: OX Nuwmhcr 2002 

SUBJECT: Commmlx on RM-10582 

LATE SURMISSIOIU LXYLANAIION: Open period for comnicnls liir RM-IO582 was lnol nliscrved in ECFS hy 
Ihc undcrsigncd and was no1 known unlil this dalc as a coiisequcncc uf an mnouticemenl hy lhs ARRL. I S C N C  as 
onc of scvcral amnleum on lhc Amslcur Radio Vanity Cull Sign Hcadquartcrs(VI1fJ) 
assist orlirrs in underslrnding Ihc prnccdures nf'npplyiny ror a Vanity Call  S i p  in Ihc Amatcur Itadio Scrvicc. Thc 
aiuiouiicemenl by Ihc A R M  that rhc coiuinenl period had closcd was a rurpnsc IO all of us. I respecllirlly rcqucsi 
snnedcr?llion of lhc following I'Ommenlu in your dclcrniinntion al lhc disposition 01 UM- 10582. 

RECOMMENDATION; Deny RM-10582 

YA1IONAI.E: 

ryha.coin) tho1 

KM-10.582 rails IO prcscnt a quaiitilalive asscssmcni of the aignificancc of  [lie suhmillal of muliiple npplicalions 
liir 0 Vmity Call Sign. To wit. lhc cxamplcs are hiuficd by showing only crwmplcs lhar indicale raw quantity 01- 

npplicstioiis wins; howevcr, this is no1 always h e .  Thcrc am a numhn of othcr exnmplcr not proffcrcd by RM- 
10582 suhiniller C. N o m m  Young where lhili didn'l happcn. Furlhcr. no quantirolirc Jala wcrc picsetm%i lhrl 
justiticd lhe numbcr of call siwu impuelcd hy multiple appliwlions by the finme npplionnr or ony slalislical 
analysis o l l h ~  applicmnl sclcction lor  c w s s  of multiple npplicnnl whcn one or more applicanls havc wbmiticd 
in ~ X E M ~  or onc application. The  undcrsigncd suggests Ihat thc number uI such applicalions is small and lhnl 
lirqwntly lhc applicant submilling a single applicnlion is Eranled Ihc call sign. MORI call signs are grunlcd 
wilhuul conipctiiioin. 

KM-105R ahould bc niodilird la  mad onc applicnliun pcr day per applicanr rather than as proposed in RM- 
IOSKZ.  Enchday is a &$park  and disrincl lollmy. lo have e rulc lhat rcIlrici6 an amarcur liom liling an 
npplicstion each dny i s  wrong. Such u rule ws statcd in KM-IO582 would rcquirc rho IJLS lo scan applications 
avsr multiple day6 end compare the contcnl &c., sanie cull signs). 'fhis would add a signilioanl and unjuuilisd 
burdcn (processing IMc and cosl) lo Ihc ULS. 

' lhc cnnwpl of purging all hul Ihc last applicalion madc by an npplicani on a givcn day is u superficially g,.,~d 
idea (no1 proposcd as purl or RM-10582). In reality, it  l l m  a scrious flaw. C!onsidcr the c~lie whcrc UII eppliuiml 
upplics for IWO o r  murc call signs on the samc day, hul Ihc call s i p s  arc d!flermi. Dl'ooursc, they could bc 
consolidule4 un Ihc sanic rubmillal, hul (here i$  nu rcquircmsnl lo do so. For example. lhcrc is no linlii IO thc 
nuniberol'csll s i p s  one muy npply for wilh Ihc cnccprion a l s  limit 012s  cnll sirns per upplicatiuti. TI is also 
possihle lhsl Ihc applicanl could havc a dillffcnl mix o lCRI1  signs on tach applicalirrn whcrc so~tle may bc rlic 
sumc. As nienlionsd in 2. shove. this complcx purging would add a signilicunl and unjuniilicd burdeli 
Iproccssing limc and cost) 10 Ihc ULS in order lo insurc 111nI an application wasn't iinpmpcrly dcniod. 

As thc system i s  9C1 up plrhsnlly. lhc ULS simply raker 011 spplicaliiw (paper aitd elsclronic) und rnndoilily 
draws one. Thal applicalion is proccssed lully hcfore drawing anolher applicalion [rip IO 25 cull signs arc 
chccked lilr availability seyucnlially unlil onc is found, olhcnvise IhC upplicalion i5 dcnicd). TO k cicar, 1116 

ULS docsn'l try IO sari 411 wpplicatinns fur a give!! cnll sign and Ihon draw l i r m  lhnf subgroup. As it Sralldh, 4 

call sign lislcd as choicc H23 011 one Upplicalion mighl bc assigned bcfore Ih r  Snnlc call bign as lisred Choice # I  
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on anorher application. The pwaenl protrnr i s  rffcslivs, and simple lo implemenl nnd mainlain. llowcvcr. see 6. 
helow regunling liirnesr. 

I<M-I I )SX2 &>ea address a ptrinl lhnl is lNly valid:I'his IS the reliund urlhc application fcc fnrthnrc upplicnliuns 
Ihnl arc d c i c d .  I ani morc in favor ofnnn-reluhdnhle applicalion fccs, hut as I undzrrlmd Ihc mebling 
Icgislarion. rhc FCC docsn't have Ilinl or an uplien. Allhough thc rcal cost nlpruccssing n rcfund is likcly a1 
iCusi $ ~ . l ~ o ,  lhe rdclcd  si oraddrcssingmulriplc appiicnlionr us supgcstcd 111 R M - l I J 5 X 2  u w l J  wcll bc much 
Inolr. 

Thc undcmiencd also takcs issue wilh R M -  IIJ58Z's ssscrtion of lack 0 1  raimcrrs in thc all sign selection prwers 
whcn multlplc applicalionfi hy t h t  same applicant arc involved. Under Ihc prcscnt Nles. il 'you wan1 Io lakc thc 
tinic wid houe lhe mudeal. Cunds (say n fcw hundrcd dnllars) Iu makc a hunch ot'Vnltily Call Sign applications. 
you cnn Ju i t ,  11 is a mattcr of pcrsoiial choice. (Rut L~DF rcfund cos1 nhove!) Is il rnu  Io havc tlic #23 choice un 
an applicalion bc sclcctcd when nnolher npplicsnl had Ihc call sign us H I  choicc, but thc applicaliun was d n w n  
aftcrtlic other me'! In H like mallcr. would it he appnrpriulc Io LIVC a "fairiisss rule" io lirnil lhc nuiiibcr or  
iypcs of radios or aiileimufi one cun haw? Lottcrics are nor slalislifally fair in general rincc Ihc odds of an 
individual are hawd in Iwge par1 lo Ihc numbcr ot'tickelF purchascd lo rhc total numhcrin Ihc pool. I didn't lind 
a doctriiie oll'nirncss in Ihe mlcs rclafod to Vanily Cnll S i p  sclcclinn. I l  lherc XTC lcii applicnnis lor u given 
call sign. lhsrc will hc ninc Khat are nor grnnled ihc call sign regnrdltss oflhc numbcr olinppliCalions rubmirrcd 
hy cuch applicant. Kcgarding fnirnms. is il any lcss fair to requiw onc submitling at8 npplicnlion by mail 10 have 
it  rlicre nn n rpecilic day givcn Ihc variability d l h e  mail scrvicc (arriving bsfom or ancr the l i - 1  day of 
svuilahilily) or rhc possibiliv ordule slumping dclay at the FCC whcn rcccivcd? Why no1 givc a 5- 1 0  day 
windriw BS is donc fort lu payment submission? Just think oCthc addcdcoinplzxiiy and cost. Fairnesh is 8 

wonk arpumcnl in this trisller. 

Furthcr regarding Ikimcrr, ir il fair ilia1 tnvny applicants for a Vanily call sign dos'i know aboul V l l q !  Yerhuph 
in the inlcw:61 orlairncss thc LJLS hhould pod II notice tIia1 nll Vnniiy cal l  sign uppliuants shouldhusi consuli 
VIIV. Ormayhc Ihc t-CC should hnvc VHQ vuiquishwl hcrausc thcre is un clcmcnr of uitlaimsar. Well rhc 
unkmigncd ccnauily Iiuliek ncihcr is Ihc case. Penpls should have IhZ I i=dom to lind VlTp I ~ T  olhcr rcsour~ee 
tu wsiul Ihcm. If they don'l look TM o l h u  rcsource8. ihnl should he their choicc. 

I n  the undnsiyncd's opinion, lhe primary issuc should he Lo optimize Ihe ULS. not IO iiicIrnsc ihc burdcn 011 I ~ C  
ULS hy huviny lo chcck for raulliplc npplicarions. elc. This may well he I grca t r  cnst (coding Ihc sofrwa~r 
npyroprirtcly and addiliiind upcrating rim*.) lhiln jus1 Icaving it ulonc. 

Sliould lhc FCC vicw UM-IORS2 positivcly. the undcrsigncd urgcn Ihc FCC cotisidcrnil ofthc ratnilicelions of 
Irnplcmcnting the pmccdurcs contained lhcrcin and to orhor services under FCC jurisdiction. Thcrc arc a 

numbcr 01silunIiuns lo mnsidcr. 

5.  

6, 

7. 

8. 

Sinvetcly yours, 

P . 0 4  
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Ms. Amy S. Meredith 
110 Green Meadows Circle 

Abilene, TX 79605 
915 518-651 1 

Dccombur 5,2002 

Ms. Marlcnc H Dortch 
sccmtnry 
F c d d  Communications C o d s S i o f i  
445 12" Street, sw 
Washington, DC 20554 

Re: Station KBZB-FM Pioche, Nevada (Facility Id. 78999 
FCC File No. BALH-2002112SAI30 

Dcar Ms. Dortch: 

On Novsmber 23" 2002, Highland B d w t c n  undcr management of Mark C. Nolts tiled rin 
application of transfer of one half of the ownership o f  KBZB FM liccnsed to Piochc. NV. 

On bchalf of Amy S. Mercdith, aa an individuul, I mpccRfully ask for the commission to dismiss 
the transfer of SOX ofKRZR FM from Janc Rrcdcr to Mark C Noltc. 

In September of 1990,l Amy Meredith invested money in IO the station K M R  FM, with the 
promise of one half ownenhip. After equipment purchases of over 10,000.00 and ovor 5,00.00 
in cash iirvastment to Mark C. Nolte, Mr. Nolte brought another individual. David Wrinkle in M 
half owner. 

Around the same time. Mr. Wrinkle gave Mr. Noh,  I 5.000.00 to pay Janc Brcder the money 
transfer half of KRZI3-FM to his mmc. Mr. Nolte ncver completed tho agnmmt, which ended 
up in a lawmuit in an h d r e w s  Co. Texas court mm, around September 2000. Mr. Wrinkle 
alleged that Mr. Noltc sble over 75,000.00 in cash and refused to transfer ownership. At this 
umc Mr. Nolu told me he did not vanrfer the license becausehe was afmid ofrcpemssion by 
Mr. Wrinklc. 

I protost this trsnsfer on the basis that the transfer should have taken placc in September of 1999, 
when Ianc Bredor rigned off the papcrs with Mr. Nolte and attorney John Kenkrl. 

At this timc, Mark Noltc nnd I owncd KYRK-LP TV, in Las Vcyns, NV. Wc had to cmcr a sdc 
with Mako Communications, so Mr. Nolte could pay of  a settlement with Mr. Wrinikls. Mr, 
Ndte also tnld me rhat he had IKS mublcr at that timc. 
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Thc original price of 725,OOO.OO was reduced to 575,000.00 after actions d e n  by Mark C Nolle. 
which included demands and pressure in Mako Communications to Mark C Nolte. 

After rhi duction, I, Amy Meredith, did not receive my compensation for building expenses of 
KYRK 1.,P. 

In April of2002, I received a Dcfault Judgment against Mark C Ndrc and his cnyinccr Erik 
Pugh, in tho amount of 38,S00.00, plus attorney’s fees which range around 10,200.00. 1 have 
triad to #ewe Mr. Noltu with this judgment in Clark’and Lincoln CouMy. Nv 8 s  well p8 in 
Andrews Carinty Tcxw. All times hc has avoided boing served. 

Mi. Ndro and Mr. Pugh w e e  finally scrvcd by publication in February 2002. beford: Clark 
County District hdge 1 . e  A Gates, entered a d&iilt judgment in April of 2002. 

Also. mentioned in thc contract this agreement was verbal. This Is  not the case, p8 lane BRdm 
died papem to mc papem sign4 between nhc an Mr. Nolrc in Scptcmbcr of 1999, thu wcm 
ncvcr filcd. 

Respectfully Submitled. 

Any Mereuh  I 
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COM 
BARRY LEVINSON, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No.: 00672 1 
2810 S. Rnlnhow 

Arromoy fot Plaintiff. 
Amy Mucdith 

DISTRICT COURT 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

C u e  No.: 
) Dep1 No.: ) 

Plaintiff. 1 

4MY MEREDITH, M individual, 

j COMPLAINT FOR CLAIM AND 
JU. DELIVERY MOlvlES 

DUEANDOWING I ZRXK PUGH, PO individual; 
HARK NOLTE, an individual, i 

2. A1 dl tlmcs relevant hartin the Defmdmt. MARK NOLTE, wus wd i s  a msidart of 

IG City of h h w s .  Stnto of TexM, a d  was conducting business 4 the Stpm of Nevada et the 

me in question involvsd in this lawsuit, 

3. Ilpon infDnnation wd belief, at all rimm r~lovmt hcrcitl tha Dejfcndarrt, ERIK PUGH, 

as md is II reddent of thc Chy of La vCga3, Cow& of Cl& glare of Nevada. 
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4.  All of the wcnu a l l ~ p d  are alleged to havs occurrcd in Ckrk Clounty. Nevada 

U. 
B 

6. On or about Much of 1998, Plaintiff -9My MEREDITH entund into afoint WMS 

with Defendat MARK KOLTE to build a tolevkion station in Las Vug& Nevada. 

7. hfadmt ERIK P U N  vas laircdro be the mgincer m~srrceinl~ Fonrhucuon ofthc 

clevision rtation on Defmdanl NOLTE’S zccommdtion. 

8. PlaindnTmailod, drove, or w e d  all cquipipmeut purchased for consmotion ofths 

imtion to DoWant fiRM PUOH’S residence in Llu Vega. 

9. Defendant MARK NOLTE rcps@.dly anl l~ed  P H t h a t  ht d Dsfcrldaat PUGH 
WGTS building the stadan. 

10. After month9 of delays and cxcuuw froom Dcfcndmt% the television station h a g  na\rcr 

bccn constructed. 

1 1. D:fcndsnu b v c  the +&on equipment mamt fbr the television utstkm and purcbnrea 

with hnda disrrlbuwd by Plaintif% and put thc quipnient at a radio muan awned by Defendant 

NOLTE. 
12. D W t s  have also retainad monies spent on expcnaci and for quipmnent ht WIU 

wec purchased for rho television atation. 

13. Equipment that wm returned to Plnint i f fw rttumed COD nt Plaintiffs expenec or 

with csssnrial oornponenta missing &om tho equipment. 

ur. 

(For Claim sad Deliwry) 
- 

14. Plnintiff incorporates in this C a w  of Adon Paragraphs 1 through 13 herein the 

though fully act out m this Cause of Action at length. 

15. Plsimitfrequosta that all equipment bblonghg to h a  b c h  mmgfully retained by 

befadants be rewed, at Dofend.=&’ expenso, or in the drsmthe, Defmdantu pay the Fair 

same 
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Mmkct Value for aU such belongings. 

16. Plaintiffh been damaged far in ~ c c s s  ofTen Thouaand Dollus ($lO,OaO.OO) duo 

LD Dcbdmt'n malicious SCdonS. 

17, Plpintlff request3 that damages of  k punitive nnture be ensued upon Dcfandanti for 

suoh malioious actions in taking Plaintiff's permal r n f f m ~ ? ~  of an amouat ro be determiaed at 

&I. 

18. PlainMhar been requited to retain the services of u1 anomy to prosacute this 

ection on his bchali' and, as such, she is antided to reesonable nttomey's fear and OOM for their 

l a n i C e S .  

IV. 

(For Moniai Duo and Owlng) 

19. Plrlntift'rc-dlCp;S a d  h W p m t t 8  tJy refmew epch m d  eve!)' AllCgPtiofi cwllined 

in p w a p h r  1 *ugh I E of hi# complaint as though €idly set f o a  k i n .  

20. Pbtiffgnve to Defendants mouics for expaoec. to buy equipment, and a build the 

toleviaion widon in La8 Vcgar, Nevedr 

21. The mdon that was to bc built witfi the monies expended by the P1Mtlffh.s mt 

avm been construered. 

22. Wirhin the l ~ t  thee years arrd cxtcnding to the present Dcfcarlantr NOLTE nad 

PUOH bccpmi hdeb(6d to  Plaintiff AMY MEREDITH in the rum In BXCMP of tm nousrmd 

Dollars [SlO,OOO.OO) for money pdd, laid out, and c x p d e d  to &fcndsn(. at defendants' i n m c e  

md requca. 

25. By rewm of the forgoing facts, pleintiffhas been drmagd Ln the IM in mows of 

Ten Thouid Dollirs (S10.000.00). 

24. Plaintiff hias been requhd to r e b i n  tho services of M allom(cI to MoaEcIItN t& 

ectim on h a  b h d f  end as such, she 11 cntklod to reasonable nttorney's f a 3  and costa for thci 

rSlVh05. 

tN 
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V. 

PRBYEB 
WHEREPORE, Plaintiflrsspectfully prays for judgnent again% the D c f ~ t  m follows: 

1. For gcnaal damagee in cxceas of Twn Thoua~d and NdlOO Dollars (SlO,000.00); 

2. For punitive damages in excess of Tm Thousand aadNd100 Dollars (810,000.00) 

3. Fur renwnable mcmcya fats incwred ha& 

4. For cost of suit and 

5. For any M e r  md additional r e l i d h t  this court may &am appropriate. 

1. For gama1 damages in exceas offen Thousand and NollOO D o l h  (5l0.000.00); 

2. For rsrpomble attomcy~ fees incurrod hsrria; 

3. For cosrofsuic and 

4. For any further md oddltional relief that this c o w  may dNm .ppmprii. 

4% 
DATEDrhii~dayofAuugusr. 2001. 

b p c c t m y  SUbmiUd, 

LAW OFFICES OF rimy LEVMSON 

A 
-. 

By: 
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BARRY LIWNSON, ESQ. 
Nevada Bm No.: 006721 
2810 9. Rainbow 
La3 Vcgu, Nevsda 89146 

Atrorna for Plrintlff. 
(702) 836-9696 

Amy dndith 
DISTRICT COURT 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

- N O . :  
Dcpt KO.! I AMY MER@DITH, sn Individual, 

VI .  { ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

MARK NOLTE, an inrlividual, 

PIld&, 

1 
ERIK PUOH, PII iadividd, ) I.L&g Date: 

Haarin@ The:  

Dcfendsnrs. 1 
1 - 

YOC ARE HEREBY NOTIFIED, pumant 10 NRS 3 1.853, &at mi Dcfdmt in the 

above mtirlcd adon you may flle &davits og your b a f  with rhe ooun and may ~ p ~ ~ a r  and 

present leshnsony on your behalf at tbe hearing, 01 you may, at or prior to swh hemu. file wirb 

Ihc c m  A written undoflaking to stay dslivaly ofthe prop* pwsumt to ha9 3 1.890 

YOU ARL FURTHER HEREBY NOTIFIED, that if you fail to appear, P b t i f f  wiU 
apply to tk court for a wit of pasession. 

Purnuant to tho Application of Plpintiff und good cause uppmmg thacfore 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADIUDCiED AM] DJ3CREF.D tha DrfendnntB appear 

bcfon thin Court in Dcparbncnt No.- in the Clark County Counhouac, in the Clly of tu 

Vcgpr. Nevada, on the - day of ,2001, at the hour of m, or w noon 

brm’ler .I camsel can bs heard, tn show cause why Defmdants should nol be rqu ind  to 

return poswsicm of dl of PlainWe belongings. and why a Writ of Poslctasion should MI brus 

a- Defendants. 

IT IS PUR.THER ORDERED, A D W E D  AND DECREED that thc h k p g  on this 
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hda lrhall lx det at less¶ ten (10) days from the date of isuuanca of the order. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERBD. ADJUDGFD AND DECREED thu B copy of thh Order 

e smcd on the Dofaidants. and each of them. by pcrnonal sonrice, or in such 0 t h  mmy as the 

oust may determine, at least - days before the time fixed herein for b r i n g .  

D~TEDrhia-by of ,2001. 

DISTRlCT COUR T JUDG E 
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hRRY LEVINSON, ESQ. 
avadaBarNo.: 006721 
110 6. Rainbow 
p i  YC~M. Navada 89146 

ttoruey for Plaintiff, 
m y  Meredith 

'02) 636-9696 

DISTTRICT COURT 

CLARK COUXI'Y, NEVADA 

.MY MEREDIT". an individual, Cwe No.: 1 DcDtNo.: - 
Plaintiff. j 

1 
9. 1 

) 
SUK PUGH. an individual; ) 
IARK NOLTE, M individual, 1 

1 
Defendants. 1 

Hwing Dye: 
Hcclriog Time: 

cbRmuum 
P 

-OW CAUSE WR Y OF POS- SROU 

'0: All Intarenled PMiea 

PLEASE TAKE Nonce that MI ordm to show Causa Why Wrlt of Poaresaion Should 

lot Iusuc or1 rhc above-entitled matrer was duly entered by U u  above-entitled CoUa on the _- 
lay of 2001. A copy of thnt Order is attached linmto. 

- Barr)/T&un, Eoq. 
Nevada Bar No. 6721 
2810 s. Rainbow 
Lap Vcgas, Nv 89146 
Attainay fin Plaintiff 
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SWIDLER BERLIN SHEREFF FRIEDMAN, LLP 
THE WASHINGTON HARBOUR 
3000 K S-T, NW, SUITE 300 

TELEPHONE (202) 424-7500 
NEWYYoRKOFFlCE 

THfi LHRYSLER RUII.DING 

WASHINGTON, DC 20007-51 16 

FACSlMlLE 405 LIXlko'lOFI AVWUS 
W . S W I 0 L A W . C O M  N~wYOXF,  NY I C 1 7 1  

F i l ~ ( 2 1 2 )  891.9598 
TEL.(Z 12) 9734111 

FACSIMILE TRANSMITTAL 
December 6,2002 (247 PM) 

To: Bill Caton Telephone No.: (202) 418-0300 

Firm: Office of the Secretary -- Fax No. : (202) 41 8-0307 
FCC 

From: Harisha J. Bastiampillai Telephone No.: (202) 424-7869 

Account #: 88901.0001 Sender's Fax No.: (202) 424-7643 

Total # of Pages: - 13 (including cover page) 

Mmsage: Mr. Caton, 
As you may recall, 1 spoke to you just before the Thanksgiving holiday regarding an 
ex parte filing I made via ECFS on November 8,2002 which has yet to appear on 
ECFS. I faxed you a copy of the filing and a copy of the confirmation page. 
Unfortunately the filing still does not appear on ECFS. In case you did not receive 
my earlier fax, I am resending it to you with the confirmation page. If you have any 
questions, please give me a call. 

Thanks so much for your assistance, 
Harisha Bastiampillai 

If there Is a probIern w/fh this uanwnission, plsase confect: narisha Eostiarnpllla/ ar (202) 424-7869. 

THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THIS COMMUNICAT/ON IS CONFIDENnAL, MAY BE ATTORNEY-CUENIPRIVILEGED, 
MAY CONSTITUTE INSIDE INFORMATlON. 4ND IS INTENDED ONLY FOR THE USE OF THE ADDRESSEE. 
VNAUTHORllEO USE. DISCLOSURE, OR COPYINQ IS STRlCTLYPROHlElTEO AND MAYEE UNLAWFUL. IF Y O U n 4 M  
RECEIVED THIS COMlylUNlCATlON IN ERROR, PLEIISE IMMEDidTELI NQTIFV US AT THE NUMBER LISTED DIRECTLY 
ABOVE. THANK YOU. 

~ . . . 
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